lottery system is by far the most common procedure (New Zealand Parliament 2017) . In the latter procedure, the MP asks if there are objections for the bill to the placed on the Order Paper. In the last 10 years, only two member bills were introduced to the debate in this manner (New Zealand Parliament 2017) .
The New Zealand Parliament selects the member's bills via a ballot. This ballot takes place when a space on the Order Paper becomes available. 1 We first describe the participation rules for the ballot and then the procedure for selecting the member's bills Each bill is numbered and assigned to a token, which is then placed into a metal tin.
A politically neutral person draws a token for each vacant slot on the Order Paper (New Zealand Parliament 2017). The bills that are not selected are kept for the next ballot draw and re-numbered every time, until they are drawn, are withdrawn by the member or 1The Order Paper can include up to eight bills. This number has increased throughout the years (New Zealand Parliament 2017) .
2When two bills are the same in substance, a preliminary ballot between them is held to determine which one enters the ballot. As this has occurred only twice throughout the period under analysis, we decide to focus only on the final ballot and ignore the preliminary one in these cases. 
Ballot Data
We use data on all 47 ballots, which took place in the period from 2009 until 2016. The ballots include on average 80 entries and on average three bills were drawn. Our analysis includes data from three legislative periods (2009-2011, 2011-2014, 2014-2017) . We gathered data on every bill which enters the ballot: whether the bill was drawn in the ballot; whether the bill passed and, if not, at which stage the bill was rejected; the dates when the bill was introduced to the floor and when it was passed/rejected. 4 3In the UK parliament this procedure is fully computerised. 4This information can be found here (last accessed July 2017).
Private Benefits
We draw information on private benefits from the registers of interests of MPs, which are available from 2006. to which they relate.
We choose to gather information on gifts and payment for activities, as these items best measure the private benefits derived from the parliamentary activity. The former include gifts received while travelling on official business, corporate hospitality and services provided at no cost, where the market value exceeds 500 dollars. Payments for activities include fees for activities, such as speaking engagements, book royalties and so on (New Zealand Parliament 2006 , 2008 , 2009 , 2010 , 2011 , 2012 , 2013 , 2014a , 2015 
Other Variables
We have biographical data on every MP in our sample, namely the ministerial roles filled in the past. B C
As Table A4 shows, being drawn in the ballot does not depend on any individual characteristic of the MP. This means that the ballot is a true natural experiment, as it randomly selects MPs, regardless of how they are elected, their experience and so on.
Hence, relying on the ballot allows estimating the causal effects of legislative activity Finally, we check the Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) for the variables in the regression models. The VIF measures how much variance of the coefficient of a variable is due to the fact that the variable is linearly related to the other variables in the model. The VIFs are well below the value 10 and hence we exclude high levels of multicollinearity.
8We dropped from the analysis those parties whose MPs were never drawn in the ballot during the period under analysis, namely the Progressive Party and the United Party.
9Usually no ballot is held during election years and, hence, there are no observations for 2011. In 2014, only one ballot was held. We do not consider obvservations from 2017 because the corresponding data on private benefits will be released in July 2017. In the following we provide the results of our robustness tests. Tables A7-A8 replicate the   analysis in Table 2 , but use the different measures of the outcome variable (private benefits).
As stated, in the main body we measure whether the MP receives gifts and/or payments for activities in the same year of the ballot as an ordinal variable. In the Appendix we report the results also for the other measures. In Table A7 we measure private benefits as a dichotomous variable which takes value 0 if the MP does not receive gifts or benefits and value 1 if she receives either one or the other, or both (we call this measure 'dichotomous -same year'). In Table A8 we measure whether the MP receives gifts and/or payments for activities (as dichotomous variable) in the same year if the ballot takes place before June, otherwise we look at the following year (we call this measure 'dichotomous -next year'). The results are consistent. Finally, Table A9 replicates the results in Table 1 in the research note, but replaces party fixed effects with a dummy variable which measures whether the party was in government at that time. It should be noted that throughout the period of analysis New Zealand had the same parties in government: National, United, ACT and Maori parties. The results are robust and become stronger after controlling for parties in government. Table A10 shows the full regression outputs for the first three columns in Table 3 . Tables A11-12 replicate the results for the first three columns in Table 3 with the different measures of private benefits as outcome variables. We also employ rare event estimation, with the Stata package 'firthlogit' (Tables A13-14) . A statistically significant relation is found between the two variables in all the different specifications. Table A15 replicates the results for the last three columns in Table 3, Tables A16-A17 use the different measures   for private benefits and Tables A18-A19 use the the package 'firthlogit'. No statistically significant relationship between the two main variables is found here. Tables A20-A21-A22 replicate Table 1 -2 in the research note, but we collapsed the dataset at bill level. Presenting a bill affects the likelihood of receiving private benefits.
The results are even stronger than in the main analysis. As shown in Table A21 -A22, the findings on the successful bill are consistent with our main analysis. Finally, Table A23 uses the generalized ordinal logit model with the Stata gologit2 autofit option. 
